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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-13, 15-25, 29-32 and 35-40 are currently pending in this application. 
However claims 32 and 40 are missing step A. Applicant is required to correct 
these claims to include step (A) in response to this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter that the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1,13, 18 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

A. The following claims language is unclear and indefinite: 

As per claim 1 , lines 5-10, it's not clearly understood as to where the 
pause/resume mechanism is " sending a pause message" and "a resume message" 
and from whom it receives "a pause complete message"; and to where it is "sending a 
resume message" , since the applicant discloses in line 5-6 " a first operating system " 
and " one other operating system" . 
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As per claim 13, lines 4-9, it's not clearly understood who is " sending a pause 
message", "a resume message" and "receives a pause complete message". 

As to claim 18, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 13 above. 

As to claim 25, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 above. 

Appropriate clarifications are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1, 3-13, 15-25, 29-32 and 35-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Boudnik et al (U.S 7266822) in view of Lescoutet et al (US 
20040205755). 
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5. As to claims 1,6-8, 13, 18-20, 25, 32 and 35-36 , Boudnik teaches the invention 
substantially as claimed including an apparatus, method and product comprising: 
at least one processor (FIG. 1 ); 

a memory coupled to the at least one processor (FIG. 5); 
a pause/resume mechanism residing in the memory and executed by the at least 
one processor (FIG. 5: 502; col. 13, lines 45-53; coupled with "a universal task 
exchange system" where the a universal task exchange system is the pause/resume 
mechanism), the pause/resume mechanism sending a pause message (FIG. 5; col. 14, 
lines 47-49; sending a pause message to a service provider, 504B second operating 
system), the pause/resume mechanism receiving a pause complete message (FIG. 5; 
col. 14, lines 50-53) from each other operating system to indicate each other operating 
system has completed pending accesses to the shared resource, and sending a resume 
message (FIG. 5; col. 14, lines 6-9) to the at least one other operating system. 

6. However, Boudnik does not explicitly teach, that the pause, pause complete and the 
resume messages are sent when, before and after the first operating system is 
restarted . 

7. Whereas, in the same field of endeavor Lescout discloses a system with multiple 
operating system including an operating system (OS) scheduler; OS interrupt handlers, 
OS switcher and booting and initializing an operating system in ( FIG.4 ; paragraph 
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77,87 and 92), where the interrupt handler ; OS scheduler and the OS boot and 
initialize modules, are known in the art for synchronizing and scheduling multiple 
operating systems running in the same system. 

8. It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Boundnik 's invention with Lescoutet's invention to include 
program modules for restarting the first operating system when, before and after a 
pause, pause complete and resume messages are sent .One would be motivated 
combine these two references in order to enable the sharing of resources between 
different operating system and to allow applications running on different operating 
systems to communicate. 

9. As to claims 3,9, 15, 21 , 29 and 37 Boudnik teaches, wherein the pause/resume 
mechanism disconnects the first operating system from the second operating system 
before the first operating system is restarted (col. 14, lines 54-57; 
realeasing/disconnecting the service provider). 

10. As to claims 4, 10, 16, 22, 30, and 38 Boudnik teaches, wherein the pause/resume 
mechanism reconnects the first operating system to the at least one other operating 
system after the first operating system is restarted (col. 14, lines 34-36; 
reserve/reconnect the service provider). 
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1 1 . As to claims 5, 6, 1 7, 23, 31 , and 39 , Boudnik teaches, wherein the resume 
message indicates that the first operating system is ready to resume sharing the 
shared resource with the at least one other operating system (col. 14, lines 5-10). 

12. As to claims 12, 24 and 40, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims above. 

Conclusion 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Exr. Abdou Seye whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1062. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 7:30 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, contact the 
examiner's supervisor, An Meng at (571 ) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
formal or official faxes to Technology Center 3600 is (571 ) 273-8300. Draft or 
informal faxes, which will not be entered in the application, may be submitted 
directly to the examiner at (571 ) 273-6722. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3600. 
AKS 



/Meng-Ai An/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2195 



